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home rule issue of 1886 caused a landslide of the propertied
interests into its ranks, it had grown increasingly to be a class
organ of those interests; and was to become even more so before
the first decade of this century was out.
Meanwhile 20,000 Chinese were at work in the Rand mines by
the end of 1904, and 47,000 nine months later. The economic
results were all that the mine-owners had wished, and the moral
evils all that ought to have been foreseen. Vice and punishment
ruled the compounds; whose inmates broke bounds, when they
could, and terrorized the veldt farms.
Organized labour in Great Britain had already a stimulus of its
own besides the Chinese issue. We saw how in 1900 it formed a
Labour Representation Committee ('L.R.C.'), combining trade
unions and socialist societies for the first time in a common party
with common finance. For a year or two its secretary, J. Ramsay
MacDonald, had a hard task to keep the new craft moving; but
then a sudden wind filled its sails and blew hard in its favour till
the general election. The source was a judicial decision—that in
the Taff Vale Case.1
The questions to be decided in this case were two. Could a
trade union be sued and mulcted in damages for wrongs done by
its agents? And was it also liable to an injunction? Hitherto it
had been taken for granted that the Trade Union Act of 1871
afforded absolute protection to union funds, parliament having
at that time refrained from giving a trade union either the privi-
leges or the burdens of incorporation. But Mr. Justice (after-
wards Lord Justice) Farwell, the very able High Court judge
before whom the Taff Vale Railway Company sued the Amal-
gamated Society of Railway Servants, answered both questions
in the employers' favour and against the trade union. His judge-
ment was reversed in the Court of Appeal, but it was upheld on
appeal to the house of lords; and the A.S.R.S, had to pay £32,000
in costs and damages. The effect on the trade unions was frankly
disabling; the more so since an almost simultaneous case, Quinn
v. Leathern? appeared considerably to extend the liability of a
strike organizer to find his acts adjudged tortious. The whole
trade union world rose up to demand remedial legislation; and
as the Balfour government at first ignored the problem, and then
(in 1903) shelved it by appointing a Royal Commission, the
TL.R.C.' rapidly became the workers* main hope. Within a year
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